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MINIMAL RIESZ AND LOGARITHMIC ENERGIES
ON THE GRASSMANNIAN Grj 4

UJUE ETAYO AND PEDRO R. LOPEZ-GOMEZ

ABSTRACT. We study the Riesz and logarithmic energies on the Grassmannian
Gra,4 of 2-dimensional subspaces of R*. We prove that the continuous Riesz
and logarithmic energies are uniquely minimized by the uniform measure,
and we obtain asymptotic upper and lower bounds for the minimal discrete
energies, with matching orders for the next-order terms. Additionally, we define
a determinantal point process on Gra 4 and compute the expected energy of the
points coming from this random process, thereby obtaining explicit constants
in the upper bounds for the Riesz and logarithmic energies.

1. INTRODUCTION

The study of energy minimization problems has long been a central theme in
various branches of mathematics and physics. Of particular interest are the Riesz
and logarithmic energies given their relevance in areas like potential theory, approx-
imation theory, or mathematical physics, among others. In this paper, we explore
the problem of minimizing the Riesz and logarithmic energies on the Grassmann
manifold, a space of significant interest not only for the disciplines above, but also
for areas like coding theory and signal processing.

1.1. The Grassmann manifold. In this section, we introduce the basic notions
about the Grassmann manifold that we will use throughout this document. For our
purposes, a brief description will suffice. The reader interested in more information
about this space can consult, for example, [1,13].

The (real, unoriented) Grassmann manifold or Grassmannian Gry, 4 is the set
of linear subspaces of dimension m of R%. The orthogonal group O(d) acts as a
transitive group of transformations on Gr,, 4, that is, given any two m-dimensional
subspaces of R?, there exists an isometry in O(d) that maps one into the other. The
stabilizer of an element P € Gr,, q also stabilizes its orthogonal complement Pt
Hence, we obtain the classical identification of the Grassmannian as a homogeneous
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space:
O(d)
O(m) x O(d —m)’

From this construction, the Grassmannian inherits the structure of a compact
smooth manifold of dimension m(d — m).

Unlike spheres and projective spaces, the Grassmann manifold is not a two-point
homogeneous space. This means that the orbits of pairs of points under the action of
the isometry group O(d) cannot be characterized by a single invariant, such as the
distance between points. Instead, to understand the orbits of pairs (P, Q) € Grfnyd
under the action of O(d) we have to introduce the concept of principal angles
between subspaces of R%. These principal angles are defined recursively as follows.
Let P,Q € Gry, 4 be two m-dimensional subspaces of R?. The first principal angle
01(P, Q) between P and @ is defined as the smallest angle between any two unit
vectors u € P and v € @, that is,

Gl"m}d =

01(P,Q) = uer}gigleQ arccos|(u, v)|.

Let uq and vy be the vectors for which this minimum is attained. The second principal
angle 05 (P, Q) is then defined as the smallest angle between any two unit vectors
u € PNui and v € Q Nwi. The remaining principal angles are defined analogously.
When the elements P and ) are understood, we simply write 6; instead of 8;(P, Q).
This way, we obtain an m-tuple (61,...,0,,), with 0 < 6; <--- <6, < 7/2, that
fully characterizes the orbits of (P, Q) under the action of O(d), in the following
sense.

Proposition 1.1 ([5, Proposition 1.2]). Two pairs (P,Q),(P’',Q’) € Gr?n)d are in
the same orbit under the the action of O(d) if and only if

0:(P,Q) =0;,(P',Q") foralll<i<m.

From the definition of the principal angles it is clear that P = @ if and only if all
the principal angles between them are zero.

It is a classical result in the geometry of Grassmann manifolds that any notion
of distance that depends only on the relative position between subspaces must be
a function of the principal angles (see [51, Theorem 3] and [52, Theorem 2]). The
geodesic or Riemannian distance between two elements P, Q € Gry, 4 is given by

dQ(PvQ): \/9%+"'+93n’

where 61, ...,8,, are the principal angles between P and ). However, this distance
is not smooth everywhere. Therefore, we will work instead with the chordal distance
introduced in [26], which is defined as

d.(P,Q) = \/sin2 01+ -+ +sin%6,,.

From the definition of the Grassmann manifold, it is clear that Gry 4 is just the
real projective space RP?. Moreover, by taking orthogonal complements we can
identify Gr,, 4 with Gry_,, 4. Therefore, Gry 4 is the simplest Grassmannian that
is algebraically different from a projective space. In this work, we focus on the
Grassmannian Gry 4. In that case, the orbits of pairs (P, Q) € Gr%4 are characterized
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by the two principal angles 0 < 6y < 05 < /2 between P and @, and the chordal
distance is simply

(1) de(P, Q) = /sin? 61 + sin? 0y.
We will use the following substitution throughout this work:
@) §+(P,Q) = cos(01(P, Q) + 62(P,Q)),
£ (P,Q) = cos(6r (P, Q) — 6:(P, Q).
Unless necessary, we will omit the dependence on P and Q. It can be checked that
(3) E.6_ =cos? Oy + cos? Oy — 1.

With this notation, the chordal distance can be written as

(4) dc<P’ Q) =v1-&&-.

We denote the O(4)-invariant probability measure on the Grassmannian Grg g4
induced by the Haar measure on O(4) as 0. We will refer to it as the uniform
measure on the Grassmann manifold. We present now a classical result. Recall that
a set of m orthonormal vectors in R? is called an m-frame and that m-frames are
the points of the Stiefel manifold St,, 4. We denote the set of m-frames with positive
first components as gm,d

Proposition 1.2 ([40, p. 67]; [30, (3.10)]). The density of the uniform measure o
on Gra 4 is given by
do = (d6)(dV)(dZ2),
where
df = 2((3052 61 — cos® 02) db; dbs,
and AV and dZ are the densities of the uniform measures on §274 and Sto 4,
respectively.

Corollary 1.3. Let F': Gray X Gray — R be such that F(P, Q) = f(61,62) where
01,05 are the principal angles between P and Q). Then,

/2 02
//F(P, Q)do(P)do(Q) :/0 ) £(01,02)2(cos? ) — cos? 03) db; dfs.

Gra 4 X Gra 4

In order to write Corollary 1.3 in terms of the variables £ and £_ introduced in (2),
note that the Jacobian of that change of variables is precisely 2(cos? §; —cos? 0). This,
together with some simple symmetry arguments, leads to the following consequence
of Corollary 1.3.

Lemma 1.4. Let F: Gro4 x Gragy — R be a function such that F(P,Q) =
g€ (P,Q),E_(P,Q)), where g: [—1,1]> — R is an integrable function such that

9(&,6-) = g(§-,&4) and g(—&4, 5—)—g§+7 —). Then,

// (P,Q)do(P)do(Q //5 g(€+,6_)de, de_

Gr2,4 X Gra 4
- / / (6,6 ), de
=3 / / (60,6 )de, de .
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We conclude this section with a classical fact. It is well known (see, for example,
[26, Section 5]) that the Grassmannian Gr,, 4 can be isometrically embedded in
RP, with D = (d'zH) — 1. In the case of the Grassmannian Grs 4, this means that

there exists an isometric embedding ¢: Grg4 — Gra 4, where Gra 4 C R?, of the
Grassmannian into an Euclidean space so that the chordal distance is precisely the
Euclidean distance in the embedding.

In recent years, the Grassmann manifold has been explored from different perspec-
tives and for multiple purposes; see, for example, [3,5,7-9,19-22,24,26-28,31, 34].
However, to the best of our knowledge, no systematic study of the Riesz and
logarithmic energies on the Grassmannian has been conducted prior to this work.

1.2. Energies on the Grassmann manifold. Among the different criteria used
to study the distribution of a set of points on a particular space, one that has
garnered significant attention over the past decades involves computing certain
repulsive discrete energies associated with the given set (see the monograph [16] for
a comprehensive survey on the subject). In this work, we consider pairwise interaction
energies given by symmetric and lower semicontinuous kernels K: Gra 4 x Gra 4 —
(—00, 0] on the Grassmann manifold. For a collection wy = {Py,..., Py} C Grag,
we define the discrete K-energy of wy as

i#]
We denote
EK(GIQA, N) ‘= min EK(OJN),
where the minimum is taken over all the collections of N elements on Grz 4.
Analogous definitions can be given in the continuous setting. For a Borel proba-
bility measure p supported on the Grassmannian Grs 4, the continuous K -energy of
w is defined as

Ix[p] = //K(P, Q) du(P) du(Q).

Gr274 X GI‘274

We define the Wiener constant Wi (Grz 4) as the smallest such energy, that is,
Wi (Gra4) == inf I [u],

where the infimum is taken over all the probability measures supported on Gry 4. A
measure p* is called an equilibrium measure of I if I [p*] = Wi (Gra4).

Prominent examples of symmetric and lower semicontinuous kernels are the
Riesz and logarithmic kernels, which are the primary focus of this work. For the
Grassmannian Gra 4, we define the Riesz s-kernel, for s > 0, as

(5) K.(P.Q) = ﬁ

and the logarithmic kernel as

(6) Klog(P’Q) = _IOgdc(PaQ)'
We denote By == Ex,, s = Ek,, Is = Ik., and W, := Wg_. From now on, following
well-established conventions in the literature (see [16, Definition 2.2.2]), we will refer
to the logarithmic energy as the s = log case of the Riesz energy.

The minimum discrete and continuous energies are related through the following
fundamental result.
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Theorem 1.5 (see [16, Theorem 4.2.2]). Let K be a symmetric and lower semicon-
tinuous kernel K on Gra 4. Then,

. Ex(Graq, N)
im ==
N—oo

= WK (GI‘QA).
Moreover, if (wWn)X_q is any sequence of N-point configurations on Grg s satisfying
Ex(wn)
N2
and v is a weak® limit point of the sequence of normalized counting measures

v(wn) ::% > ba

TEWN

— Wk (Gra4) as N — oo,

where §, is the Dirac measure centered at x, then v is an equilibrium measure of Iy .
In particular, this holds for any sequence (Wi )F—o of optimal K-energy N-point
configurations on Gra 4.

In the case of the Riesz energy, it follows from [16, Theorem 4.3.1]) that
Ws(Gra4) = oo for s > 4 = dim(Gra4). In other words, we have I[u] = oo
for every Borel probability measure p supported on Gry 4, and hence every such
measure is an equilibrium measure. In this case, which is called hypersingular, mini-
mizers of the Riesz s-energy are known to be asymptotically uniformly distributed,
that is, the corresponding sequence of normalized counting measures converges (in
the weak* sense) to the uniform measure o (see [16, Theorem 8.5.2] for the case
s >4 and [16, Theorem 9.5.4] for the case s = 4). Moreover, for s = 4 the leading
term of the minimal discrete 4-energy is known (see [16, Theorem 9.5.4]):

N—oo NZ2log N vol(Gra4) 272 4
where (3, is the volume of the unit ball in R* and vol(Gra4) is the volume of the
Grassmannian Gra 4 (see [25, Eq. (1.4.11)]).

In contrast, from [16, Theorem 4.3.3] we have that W,(Grz 4) < oo for 0 < s < 4
and s = log. This case is called singular and it is the subject of classical potential
theory. In this range of values of s, however, the uniformity of the minimizers is not
guaranteed. From Theorem 1.5, we know that the minimal discrete s-energy in this
case is of the form

E:(Gra 4, N) = Wy (Gra 4)N? + o(N?).

Improving our knowledge of the o(N?) term is one of the fundamental goals of this
work.

If we denote by M a compact, connected two-point homogeneous space (that is,
a sphere or a projective space), it has been proved in [4] that the continuous Riesz
energy is uniquely minimized by the uniform measure in M for 0 < s < dim(M)
and s = log. Additionally, the authors prove that the next-order term is of the order
of N1+s/dim(M) for s > 0 and of the order of Nlog N for s = log. In this work, we
establish similar results for the Grassmannian Gry 4 (see Section 2).

In general, finding collections of points that minimize the Riesz and logarithmic
energies is extremely challenging even in simple spaces; see, for instance, the survey
[18] for the case of the sphere. In fact, in most cases our knowledge of the minimal
energy is incomplete. A related open problem consists then in giving the asymptotic
expansion of these minimal energies in terms of the number of points as precisely as
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possible. In this sense, obtaining precise asymptotic upper and lower bounds for the
minimal energies is essential. Regarding the upper bounds, a common strategy is to
study the energy of specific configurations in the space of interest, as this energy will
always be greater than or equal to the minimal one. For deterministic sets of points,
computing the asymptotic expansion of the energy has proved to be a very difficult
task. An alternative approach involves studying random configurations of points. In
this context, a newly developed technique that has yielded excellent results is the
use of determinantal point processes; see, for example, [2,4,10-12, 38, 44].

1.3. Determinantal point processes. Determinantal point processes are random
point processes closely related to random matrix theory. Here, we provide a brief
introduction to the topic, covering the basic concepts that we will use. For a more
comprehensive reference, we recommend [39, Chapter 4].

Let A be a locally compact, Polish topological space with a Radon measure p. A
simple point process X of n points in A is a random variable taking values in the
space of n-point subsets of A.

The joint intensities (if any exists, as only some point processes have them) are
functions py: A¥ — [0, 00), with k& > 1, such that for any family of mutually disjoint
subsets D1,..., Dy of A we have

k
®  Eex[[[#0D)] = [ pularem) duo) - duan)
i=1 [T
By & ~ X we mean that = {z1,...,z,} is a subset of n elements of A sampled
from the point process X.
From [39, Formula (1.2.2)], for any measurable function ¢: A — [0,00) the
following equality holds:

(9) E:mx[ > ¢($i17--~7$ik)} =/¢(y17-~-,yk)/)k(y1,-~-71/k)du(y1)"'du(yk)~

11,0k &
distinct A

If there exists a measurable function K: A x A — C such that these joint intensity
functions can be written as
(10) pr(w1s .. k) = det(K(zs, 25))1<i i<k

then we say that X is a determinantal point process (DPP) with kernel K. A par-
ticularly suitable collection of such processes is obtained by choosing I as the
reproducing kernel of an n-dimensional subspace H of the Hilbert space L?(A,C).
Recall that the reproducing kernel of H is the only continuous, hermitian, positive
definite function Kg: A x A — C such that Ky (-,2) € H and

Given any orthonormal basis ¢1, ..., ¢, of H, we have

Ku(z,y) = Z ei(@)pi(y),
i=1

and we say that g is a projection kernel of trace n.

An existence theorem for determinantal point processes was independently proved
by Odile Macchi and Alexander Soshnikov (see [43,47]). The full version of the
theorem can be found in [39, Theorem 4.5.5]. Here we present a weaker result (this
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is all we need in this paper) that is a direct consequence of the Macchi-Soshnikov
Theorem.

Proposition 1.6. Let A be a locally compact, Polish topological space with a Radon
measure pu and let H C L?(A,C) have dimension n. Let Ky be the reproducing
kernel of H. Then, there exists a point process Xg in A of n points with associated
joint intensity functions

Pr(T1, . 2n) = det(Kg (w4, 25))1<i j<k-

In particular, for any measurable function f: A x A — [0,00) we have

Bty |3 fwiey)] = [ [ (Cuto.0)Kulo.) ~ Kue.0) ) £(2.9) du(e) duto).
i#j AXA
We will call Xg a projection determinantal point process with kernel Kg .

Remark 1.7. Under the hypotheses of Proposition 1.6, from (9) with ¢ = 1 and
k =1 we have

n:Exwa[n]:/AICH(ac,x)d,u(x).

In particular, if Ky (x, ) is constant and u is a probability measure, then we must
have Ky (x,x) = n.

1.4. Decomposition of L?(Grs4) and generalized Jacobi polynomials. In
this section, we present some classical results about the Hilbert space L? (Gra,4) of
square-integrable functions on the Grassmannian Gry 4:

L*(Gray) = {f: Groq — C |f(P)2do(P) < oo}.
Gra 4

We introduce the following notation:
P={r=(r,m) eN?: 71 >m >0}
P ={reP:7#(0,0)}.

We will refer to the elements of P as integer partitions or simply partitions. The
degree of a partition 7 = (71, 72) is |7| .= 71 + 2. Let A be the Laplace-Beltrami
operator on the Grassmannian Gry 4. We follow the convention of choosing the sign
of the operator so that the eigenvalues of A are nonnegative. It is known that the
eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of A are indexed by partitions 7 € P. This can be
derived using tools from representation theory; see, for example, [41] or [9, Section 3]
for a more in-depth discussion of this topic. As in the case of any compact manifold,
the space L?(Gra 4) can be decomposed as the direct sum of the eigenspaces of the
Laplace—Beltrami operator, that is,

L2(Gr274) = @ H., H. LH., 1# T/a
TEP

where H. is the eigenspace of the Laplace—Beltrami operator associated with the
eigenvalue \;. The dimension of the space H; is

(12) d, =dim(H;) = (2 —80,r,)(2(11 + 72) + 1)(2(71 — 72) + 1),

where dg, -, is the Kronecker delta (see, for example, [30, Eq. (2.3)]). The reproducing
kernel of the space H. is given by

(13) ,CT(P?Q) = dTPT(yl(Pv Q)ayQ(P’Q))a P7Q € G'1'2,43
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where y;(P, Q) = cos?(6;(P,Q)), for j = 1,2, and the P, are generalized Jacobi
polynomials. These polynomials were introduced by James and Constantine [41] and,
in the context of representation theory, they are the zonal spherical functions of the
Grassmannian; see [29,30,41]. In the case of Gra 4, the polynomials P, : [0,1]> — R
are symmetric polynomials of degree |7| in the variables y;. They form a complete
orthogonal system in [0, 1]? with respect to the measure

1 _
(14) du(yr,y2) = oY% 1/2( — )"V 1/2(1 —42) "2 |y1 — yo| dys dyo.

These polynomials satisfy Py o) = 1 and they are normalized so that P;(1,1) = 1.
Using the substitution given by the variables £, and £_ introduced in (2), the
measure in (14) is transformed to the following measure in the region —§_ < &, < ¢,
0<¢ <t

(15) dn(§y,€-) = d&y de-.

Using simple symmetry arguments, it can be checked that the polynomials P, are
orthogonal with respect to the measure (15) in [—1,1]?. We know from [30, Eq.
(4.13)] that the polynomials P;, when written in terms of the variables £, and £_,
admit the following simple expression in terms of classical Legendre polynomials
(see Appendix A for more information about these polynomials):

(16) P68 ) = 5 (Prima€)Pr € 4 Prma6) P (1)),

where Pr 4., and P, _,, are Legendre polynomials of degree 7 + 72 and 7 — 72,
respectively. Then, the reproducing kernel &, in (13) can be expressed in the
variables £} and £_ as

]CT(P7Q) = ]CT(§+(P7Q)7£—(P7Q)) = dTPT(£+7§—)
d,

(17) = 2 (PTlJrTz(er) T1— T2(§*>+P7'1+72(€7)P71*T2(£+)>7 P’QEGTQA'

See also [32, Eq. (F.1)].
Given a function h € L?([—1,1]2,dn), we can consider its expansion in terms of
generalized Jacobi polynomials:

z,y) = Z h(T) P, (x
TEP

where the convergence is a priori in the L? sense. The generalized Fourier—Jacobi
coefficients h(7) are then given by

. (h, P,),
" 1= Gt = g [, [ e optedean,

P2 = (P, P;) 7// 2 de dy.

In particular, since P o) = 1, we have

(19) 7(0,0) = i[lllh(x,y) dz dy.

where
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We conclude this section with the classical addition formula for zonal polynomials.

Given any orthonormal basis {ey, ..., eq, } of the subspace H, of L? (Gra,4), we have
1 & -

(20) Pr(§4(P,Q), &~ (P,Q)) = Ize%(P)eZ(Q)7
T =1

see [46, Lemma 4]. From this, the positive definiteness of the generalized Jacobi
polynomials follows (see [5, Proposition 2.1]).

1.5. Notation. The following notations will be used throughout this work. Let f
and ¢ be two real-valued functions.

o f(z) < g(x) means that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that f(z) <
Cg(z) for all .
We say that f(x) = O(g(x)) as & — oo if there exists a positive constant C
and zg € R such that |f(z)| < Clg(z)| for all x > zg. If g(z) # 0, we can
express this condition as

fx)
g(x)
The expression f(z) < g(x) as x — oo means that f(x) = O(g(z)) and
g(x) = O(f(x)), that is, f(z) and g(z) are asymptotically of the same order.
We say that f(x) = o(g(z)) as ¢ — oo if

| f(=@)
lim ‘ (@)

T—00

lim sup
Tr—r00

=0.

Finally, f(z) ~ g(z) as # — oo means that

lim @ =1.
z—00 g(x)
We have defined this asymptotic notation for x — oo, but one can substitute oo
by any real number a and the definitions hold in all cases considering neighbourhoods

of a when necessary.

2. MAIN RESULTS

Our first main result is analogous to similar results proved for the case of two-point
homogeneous spaces, namely that the continuous Riesz and logarithmic energies are
uniquely minimized by the uniform measure. In this paper, we establish this result
for the Grassmannian Gro 4.

Theorem 2.1. The logarithmic energy Iog and the Riesz s-energy Iy on Gra 4, for
0 < s <4, are uniquely minimized by the uniform measure o, with

1s 1s 33

W‘SG :IS =3F 90 T )

(Graa) = Lle] 32(24+2422 )

Wiog(Gra,4) = loglo] =1 — — — —/—,

where 3F'5 is a generalized hypergeometric function (see Appendiz A). Moreover, if
(WN)R—y 15 a sequence of configurations such that

ES<UJN)
N2

lim

N—00

= W,(Gra.4),
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where 0 < s < 4 or s = log, then the sequence of normalized counting measures

1
v(wn) = N Z Oy
TEWN
converges weakly® to o. In particular, this holds for a sequence (Wi )=y of mini-
mizers for the discrete problem.

The remaining main results provide asymptotic upper and lower bounds for the
minimal discrete Riesz and logarithmic energies when the number of points tends to
infinity.

Theorem 2.2. For 0 < s < 4, there exist constants Cs,C’. < 0 such that, for N
sufficiently large,

CoNH/4 < £,(Gra, N) — W,(Grag)N? < CINTH/A,
In the logarithmic case, we determine exactly the next-order term.

Theorem 2.3. The minimal logarithmic energy on the Grassmannian Grg 4 satisfies
1
Elog(Gr2,4, N) = Wigg(Gra g) N? — 7NVl N+O(N), N —oc.

Theorem 2.4. The minimal Riesz 4-energy on the Grassmannian Gra 4 satisfies

2
£4(Graq, N) = w

The lower bounds in Theorems 2.2 to 2.4 are obtained through linear programming
techniques in the spirit of [4,17,49]. See also [16, Chapter 5] for more information
about these techniques. Note that in the cited references the corresponding kernels
depend only on one parameter, namely the distance between points, and so everything
is essentially one-dimensional; in the case of the Grassmannian Grp 4, however, the
kernels are functions of the two principal angles. To overcome this limitation, we
develop a bivariate version of this kind of reasoning. We provide the proof of these
lower bounds in Section 4.

To prove the upper bounds in Theorems 2.2 to 2.4 we use determinantal point
processes. The order of those bounds in Theorems 2.2 and 2.3 is established using
jittered sampling. However, to obtain bounds with explicit constants for the next
order terms we need to use more sophisticated determinantal point processes. The
Grassmannian Grs 4 endowed with the uniform measure o is a locally compact,
Polish topological space. Therefore, from Proposition 1.6, to define a determinantal
point process of N points on Gry 4 it suffices to choose a suitable subspace of
L?(Gra,4) of dimension N. Recall from Section 1.4 the decomposition of L?(Gra 4)
as a direct sum of eigenspaces of the Laplace—Beltrami operator:

L2(GI‘274) = @ HT.

TEP

+ O(N?), N — oo.

For every natural number k£ > 0, we consider the DPP associated with the subspace
H, = ®|‘r\§k H, of L*(Gra4). The reproducing kernel of Hy, is then given by

(21) Ki(P,Q) = Y K-(P,Q),
[TI<k

where K, is the reproducing kernel of the eigenspace H,. From (17), the kernels
K- (P,Q) are given by bivariate orthogonal polynomials in the variables £, (P, Q)
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and £_ (P, Q). In this work, we derive a simple, explicit expression for the kernel
(21) using a multivariate version of the Christoffel-Darboux formula.

Theorem 2.5. For every natural number k > 0, the reproducing kernel of Hy, is

Ki(P,Q) = Ki(€4,6-) = CP (e )OPP (e) + D (e )o P (e,

o

where is the Gegenbauer polynomial of degree k and parameter 3/2.

Remark 2.6. The Grassmannian Gry 4 can be identified with the set of orthogonal
projectors on R* of rank 2:

Gryy ={P € R¥* : PT = P, P? = P, rank(P) = 2}.

With this definition of the Grassmannian, the space Pol;(Grs 4) of polynomials of
degree at most k on C*** restricted to Gro 4 satisfies

POlk GI‘24 @ H Hka
I7|<k

see [20, Section 4.2]. This space has been extensively studied; see, for example,
[6,15,20,33]. Thus, Theorem 2.5 provides a simple expression for the reproducing
kernel of this polynomial space.

The dimension of Hy, is given by

dp =Y dff (k +1)%(k? 4 2k + 2).

|T|<k

Therefore, for every k > 0, the DPP associated with the subspace Hy samples N = dy,
points. By analogy with the harmonic ensembles presented in [4,12], we will call this
family of DPPs harmonic ensemble and, to emphasize the dependence on N, we will
denote it by X(N)_ Tt is worth mentioning that in the recent paper [35], the author
proves that the harmonic ensemble on homogeneous manifolds has the optimal rate
of convergence to the uniform measure with respect to the Wasserstein distance Ws.

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first time that a determinantal point
process has been considered in the case of the Grassmann manifold. Note that in
the paper [42] the authors introduce and study a class of determinantal probability
measures that generalize the class of discrete determinantal point processes. These
measures live on the Grassmannian of a real, complex, or quaternionic inner product
space. Although this might seem similar, they do not introduce any determinantal
point process on the Grassmanian.

From Proposition 1.6, the expected Riesz and logarithmic energies of points
coming from the harmonic ensemble are given by

// Ki(P, P)Kk(Q, Q) — Ki(P, Q)2
de(P,Q)*

do(P)do(Q),

E, xm[E

Gr24 X Gr2 4

B, o Blus(a)] = = [ [ (61(P.PIKL(@. Q) ~ K (P.@)) g du( P, Q) do(P) do(@).
Gr2 4 X Gr2 4
Here we study the asymptotic behavior of these expected energies in terms of the

number of points sampled by the DPP. The results are summarized in the following
theorems.
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Theorem 2.7. The expected Riesz s-energy, with 0 < s < 4, of the points coming
from the harmonic ensemble is

E,xom [Es(2)] = Wy(Graa) N2 — CoN'F/4 4 o(N1F5/4),
where
) 2
(22) 22+3s/4/ / :1;;1 g )2/2 da dy,
and Jy is the Bessel function of the first kind of order 1. For s = 2, we have
27/2(4 — 24G + 3)
48T ’

b = —

where G is Catalan’s constant.

Theorem 2.8. The expected logarithmic energy of the points coming from the
harmonic ensemble is

1
E,ox) [Blog(7)] = Wing(Gra ) N? — ZN log N + ClogN + o(N),

where 1426 1 Jog 2
1426 1 log
C]og - = + 4 ’y + 4 5

and 7y is the Euler—Mascheroni constant.

Theorem 2.9. The expected Riesz 4-energy of the points coming from the harmonic
ensemble is

NZ2log N
E, xon|Ea(z)] = % + O4N? + o(N?),
where
_ 2
(23) Cy = 710g2 / / z?y® 16;]1( )% J1(y) dz dy
zy(x? 4 y?)?

—32// dd—64// ddy~0991
xyx2+y :vyx2+y

Comparing Theorem 2.9 with equation (7), we see that our DPP gives the correct
leading term in the asymptotic expansion of the minimal 4-energy.

Theorems 2.7 to 2.9 provide asymptotic upper bounds for the corresponding
minimal discrete energies, with explicit constants for the next-order terms when the
number of points is of the form N = dj. Using the same idea as in [12, Corollary 2],
we are able to overcome this last restriction for 3 < s < 4.

Corollary 2.10. For any N > 1 (not necessarily of the form dy), and for 3 < s < 4,
we have
Es(Grag, N) < Wy(Grag)N? — CoNIT/4 4 o( N1F/4),
where Cs is the constant in (22).
Corollary 2.10 follows from the fact that, for N € (dg, dk+1),
Es(Gra g, N) < E(Graa,dir1) SE__ s [Es(z)],
and both E, ) [Es(z)] and E, ¢ [Es(x)] have the same first two asymptotic
terms. More precisely, we have d = k*/2 + O(k?) and also dj41 = k*/2 + O(k?).
Then, for 3 < s <4 and N € (dg, dg+1),

K4 4 o(k4F)

1 7
E, e [Bo(@)] = Wa(Grza) 1K + OT) = Cogrrry



MINIMAL RIESZ AND LOGARITHMIC ENERGIES ON THE GRASSMANNIAN 13

1 1
= WS(GI‘QA)EIC — CSW

= W,(Cry 4)N? — O NIH/4 4 o(N1Hs/4),

k4+s + 0(k4+s)

It can be checked that this same argument is also valid in the case s = 4. Therefore,
we obtain the following corollary, which also proves the order of the upper bound in
Theorem 2.4.

Corollary 2.11. For any N > 1 (not necessarily of the form dy), we have
NZ2log N

E4(Gray, N) < 1

+ C4N2 + O(]\/VQ)7
where Cy is the constant in (23).

2.1. Structure of the paper. In Section 3, we prove Theorem 2.1. Section 4 is
dedicated to the proof of the lower bounds in Theorems 2.2 to 2.4. In Section 5,
we establish the order of the upper bounds in Theorems 2.2 and 2.3 using jittered
sampling. In Section 6, we prove Theorem 2.5. In Section 7, we prove Theorems 2.7
to 2.9. In Section 8, we gather some auxiliary results and technical lemmas used in
the proofs of Section 7. Finally, Appendix A contains some definitions and results
about orthogonal polynomials and special functions that are used throughout this
work.

3. MINIMIZERS OF THE RIESZ AND LOGARITHMIC ENERGIES

In this section we prove Theorem 2.1. The key point consists in proving that the
Riesz and logarithmic kernels on Gry 4 are conditionally strictly positive definite.

We denote the set of Borel probability measures on Grg 4 by M(Grs 4), the set of
finite signed Borel measures by S(Grz 4), and the set of finite signed Borel measures
with total mass zero, that is, v € S(Grz4) satisfying v(Gra4) = 0, by Z(Grag.4).
Below we recall the concept of well-defined energy of a measure v € S(Gra 4).

Definition 3.1 ([16, Definition 4.2.4]). Let A be an infinite compact metric space.
Given a symmetric and lower semicontinuous kernel K on A x A and two finite
positive Borel measures p and v supported on A, we define their joint (or mutual)
K-energy (u,v)k by

(B V)K= //K(rf,y) dv(z) du(y).

When p and v are finite signed Borel measures supported on A, their joint energy
is defined as

</”'a V>K = </”'+7 V+>K + </’L_a V_>K - <:u+a V_>K - </J/_7 V+>Ka
provided that at least one of the sums (u*,v ") + (u=, v )k or (U, v )k +
(u=, v ") i is finite (we say that (u, v) i is well defined in this case). Here p = pt—p~
and v+ — v~ are the Jordan decompositions of the signed measures p and v. We
extend the definition of Ix to signed measures by setting

Ix[v] = (v, V) k.

Recall that a symmetric and lower semicontinuous kernel K: Gry 4 x Gra 4 —
(—o00, 00] is called conditionally strictly positive definite if for all v € Z(Gra 4) whose
energy is well defined, we have Ix[v] > 0, and Ik [v] =0 only if v = 0.
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Theorem 3.2 ([16, Theorems 4.4.5 and 4.4.8]). Let A C RP be an arbitrary
compact set and let x,y € A. Let d = dim(A) be the Hausdorff dimension of
A. Then, the logarithmic kernel Kig(x,y) = —log|lx — y|| and the Riesz kernel
Ks(z,y) = ||z —y|| =%, for 0 < s < d, are conditionally strictly positive definite.

The following theorem is given in [16] for compact subsets of R%. The interested
reader can check in [16, Theorem 4.2.7] that the proof can be easily extended to
general compact metric spaces.

Theorem 3.3. Let K be a symmetric and lower semicontinuous kernel on Gra 4.
If K is conditionally strictly positive definite, then I has a unique minimizer in

M(Gr2’4).

Corollary 3.4. Let K be a symmetric and lower semicontinuous kernel on Gra 4. If
K is conditionally strictly positive definite and isometry invariant, then the uniform
measure o s the unique minimizer of Iy .

Proof. Analogous to [4, Corollary 2.15]. O

Theorem 3.5. The logarithmic kernel Kiog and the Riesz kernel K, for 0 < s < 4,
are conditionally strictly positive definite on the Grassmannian Gra 4.

Proof. Let 1 € Z(Gra4) be a measure whose energy is well defined. Assume that u
is not identically zero. We have to prove that

I H]://ﬁdﬂ(]))dﬂ(@)>o~

Gr2,4 X Gr2,4
As we mentioned in Section 1.1, there exists an isometric embedding ¢: Grg 4 —

(,5}2,4, where 6‘;}274 C RY, of the Grassmannian into an Euclidean space so that the
chordal distance is the Euclidean distance in the embedding. Since ¢ is an isometry,
we have

] aP.@y anP)an@) = [[1e(P) - e(@1* au(P) du@)

Gr24><Gr24 Gr24><Gr24

- / o — ol dpupa(e) dipupy) > 0,

Gr2,4><Gr214

where @, p is the pushforward measure of p under ¢. The last inequality follows
from Theorem 3.2. The logarithmic case is analogous. (]

3.1. Proof of Theorem 2.1. From Theorem 3.5 and Corollary 3.4, we have that the
uniform measure o uniquely minimizes the continuous Riesz and logarithmic energies
on Gray4 for 0 < s < 4. The last claim of the theorem follows from Theorem 1.5
and the weak* compactness of M(Grz 4). We now compute the continuous energies
I [o] and Iiog[o]. The continuous Riesz s-energy is given, for 0 < s < 4, by

(24) Ii[o] = // ﬁ do(P)do(Q).

Gr2,4 X Gr2,4

From Lemma 1.4, we have, calling x =&, and y = &_,

(25) Is[a]:ifl/l(l_xlywdxdy
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1 1 1— 1-s/2 _ 1 1—-s/2
)/ (1-y) (L+y) =",
Y

2(s—2
Note that

_oNl-s/2 _ 1—s/2 o0 s

Y = 1+2n

This power series converges in (—1,1). Since a power series converges uniformly
within its radius of convergence, we can integrate term by term the previous
expression, obtaining

/1 (l_y)l—s/2_(1+y)1—s/2
—1 Y
Hence, we conclude that

1 s 1533
dy:2(s—2)3F2<2 44‘27472;2;1)

1s 1s 33
Lol =3Fyl =, -+ =,-;=;=;1).
o] 32(24+2422 )
Finally, we compute the continuous logarithmic energy. Recall that
(26) liuglo) == [ [ 108 d.(P.Q) do(P) 4o (@)
Gra 4 X Gra 4

From Lemma 1.4, we have, calling x =&, and y = &_,

w2 log2
Tiog|o] //loglfxy dxdy—lfl—fjf 5 [

4. LOWER BOUNDS FOR THE RIESZ AND LOGARITHMIC ENERGIES

This section is dedicated to the proof of the lower bounds in Theorems 2.2 and 2.3.
Given a kernel of the form K¢(P,Q) = f(&4+(P,Q),¢{-(P,Q)) for some function
f:[-1,1]%2 = (—o0, 0], we denote

El(wy) =Bk, (wy) = > [ (PQ)¢ (PQ)).
f

Particular examples of this type of kernels are the Riesz and logarithmic kernels K
and Ko introduced in (5) and (6).
Recall that we use the following notation:
P={r=(r,m) eN?: 1 >m >0},
P ={reP:7#(0,0)}.
Definition 4.1. Let 7 € P and let wy = {Py,..., Py} C Gre 4. We define the 7-th
moment of wy as

N
M (wn) =Y Pr(&4(P, Py, 6- (P, Py)),
i,j=1
where P, is the generalized Jacobi polynomial associated with the partition 7 (see
equation (16)).

Lemma 4.2. Let wy = {P1,..., Py} C Graa be an N-point configuration and let
T € P. Then, the moment M (wn) is nonnegative.
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Proof. 1t follows from the positive definiteness of the generalized Jacobi polynomials
(see [5, Proposition 2.1]). O
Proposition 4.3. Suppose g: [—1,1]> — R has an expansion in generalized Jacobi
polynomials that converges pointwise on [—1,1]2, that is, there is a sequence (§(T)),
such that g(x,y) = >, cp 9(T)Pr(2,y) for each (x,y) € [-1,1]*. If wy C Gray is
any N-point configuration for N > 2, then
EY(wn) = §(0,00N* — g(1L, )N + Y §(7) My (wn).
TEP*

Proof. We have
Biwn) = Y g€ (P.Q)E (PQ))

P,Qcwn
P#Q
= > 9 (PQ),E(PQ)— Y g€ (P, P),¢ (P, P))
P,Qcwn Pcwn
= Y 9l&(PQ).E-(P,Q)) — Ng(1,1).
P,Qcwn
Note that
> 9 (PQLE(PR)= D DY (TP (PQ),E(PQ)
P,Qcewn P,Qewn TEP
=N25(0,0)+ > 4(r) > Pr&(PQ).E-(PQ))
TEP* P,Qcewn
= N?3(0,0)+ Y 4(r) M, (wn). O
TEP*

We now adapt [16, Theorem 5.5.1] to the case of Gry4. Given a function
f:[=1,1]2 = (=00, o], let
A(f) = {9 € C([-1,1]%) = g(r) 2 0 for 7 € P* and g(z,y) < f(z,y)
for (z,y) € [-1,1]*}.
Theorem 4.4. Suppose f: [~1,1]2 — (—o0, 0] and g € A(f). If wx is an N-point
configuration on Gra 4, then
Ef (wy) > E9(wn) > §(0,0)N? — g(1,1)N.

Proof. Since g < f, we have E9(wy) < Ef(wy). Therefore, from Proposition 4.3
and Lemma 4.2,

E/(wy) > E9wn) = §(0,0)N? = g(1, )N + > §(r)M(wn)
TEP*
> §(0,0)N? — g(1,1)N. 0

To prove the lower bounds in Theorems 2.2 and 2.3 we will need the following
lemma.
Lemma 4.5. Let § > 0. Let fs5: [—1,1]> = R be the function given by

(1—ay+6)—*° s> 0,

Jsolz,y) = {log(lxy+5) 5=0.
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Then, fas5(1) >0 for all T € P*.
Proof. We have

2 o2 Ty —s/2
o= (k+s/2 -1\ xFyF
— s/2
0+1) Z( k )(6+1)k’
k=0
— _ :I:y
(28) log(1—2y+0)=—log(d +1)+ log(l i 1)

e 1 Ikyk
_log(5+1)+§k<(5+l)k>,

where the series in equations (27) and (28) converge uniformly on [—1, 1]2. Therefore,

from (18) the generalized Fourier—Jacobi coefficients f, s(7) are given, for 7 € P*,
by

(6 +1)75/2 & <k +5/2 — 1>

1
k, k
Pr(z,y) dz dy,
P2 b Loy dedy

k=0
for s > 0, and by

 log(6+1) / /
Py (z,y)dzdy
Pz

k
||P||22k6+1 // Y Pr(@y)dedy

M k=1

k:
P dd
|| THQZké—i—l // xy T ay,

M k=1

for s = log, where we have used that Py = 1 together with the orthogonality
of the generalized Jacobi polynomials. Since P, (x,y) is positive definite, we have,
using the characterization of positive definiteness given by [14, Eq. (3)], that

/ / kP (z,y)dedy >0

for all 7 € P*. Hence, the lemma follows. O

4.1. Proof of the lower bounds in Theorems 2.2 to 2.4.

4.1.1. Proof of the lower bound for 0 < s < 4. Consider the function

—s/2

U s> 0,

fs(u): 1] —
—5logu s=0,

where in this proof s = 0 corresponds to the logarithmic case. The derivatives of
this function are given by

B () = (=1)%cq o foran (),
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where
1 k=0,

(29) csk =19 3 s>0,k>0,
1(k—1) s=0,k>0.

By Taylor’s theorem with integral form of the remainder, we have, for u > 0,

fulw) =3 S Cp gy ¢ CU / " = 0 ) ()

] nl
n 5k (71)n+1 5

=Y U P w6 + —— / 0 (4 4 £) dt.
=0 k nt 0

Consider the function
— " k e(k) (=)+t
(30) Fos(u) = 37 (-0 1O (w+8) < fulw) - —2—
k=0

n!

5
/ D (4 1) de
0

)
Cs.r n
= fu(u) - Cont / £ focomn(u 4 £)
0

n!

with equality for u > 0. Since (—1)”+1fs(n+1) > 0, we have F , 5(u) < fs(u). Given
P,Q € GI2’47 let

(31) fs(g-F(P,Q)ag—(P,Q)) = fs(]- 7€+(P’Q)§—(Pa Q))

Recall that the chordal distance in Gry 4 in terms of the variables £, and ¢_
given in equation (4). Then, the discrete Riesz energy of an N-point configuration
wy ={P1,...,Pn} C Gray is precisely
By(wn) = B (wn) =Y fo(1 = &4(P, P)E- (P, ).

i#£]
To determine a lower bound for E,(wx) we apply Theorem 4.4 to the function
g: [-1,1]> = R given by

9(x,y) = Fs ns(1 — xy).

From Lemma 4.5, it follows that the generalized Fourier—Jacobi coefficients §(7) of
g(x,y) are nonnegative for all 7 € P*. Therefore, from Theorem 4.4 we have, for
any N-point configuration wy,
(32) Es(wn) > §(0,0)N? — g(1,1)N,

where the coefficient §(0,0) is given by (19) and

33 9L 1) = Funsl0) = 0 G (D D0) = £5) +57 8/22 fak,

k=0
We now compute §(0,0). From (30) and (25) (and recall that Ws(GrgA) = I,[o]),

we have

39 0.0 =7 [ [ gy

= W,(Grag4) — 4’;;1/t// (1 —zy+t)~¥/? " Ldedydt.
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The inner integral is

/ / (1—zy+1t) —s/2=n =1 Qg dy

_ /4(1—y+ﬂ R (Lby )
s/2+n Y

dy.

To compute this integral, note that

(L—y+t)2" = (A +y+1)/"
Y

= —n —s/2
— 9 1 4 4)—n—s/2—2k-1 n—s/ 2k
kzzo( +) 2% +1 )Y

Hence, integrating term-by-term we obtain

1 /1 (1_y+t)—s/2—n_(1+y+t)—s/2—nd
s/24+n y Y
R — —n—s5/2\ 1
- = 1 t —n—s/2—2k—1 -
s/2+nkZ:0( +t) %+1 )ok+1
1ln s 1n s 3 3 1
=4(1 t—n—s/? 1 F - Ln S .22
(1+1) (22+4+2,2+4+,272,(1+t)2>

From Proposition A.1 we have

1n s 3 3 1
A1+t R Sy byt 2
(1+1) 2< 5t173 +4+,2,2,(1+t)2
~ 23—5/2—n (TL + 8/2 — 1)F(3/2)2 tl—s/2—n
I'(1/2)T'(n/2+ s/4+1/2)T'(n/2 + s/4 + 1)
2 1—s/2—n
t & L

T (n+s/2)(n+s/2—1)
as t — 0, where in the last equality we have used the duplication formula for the
gamma function. This estimate is valid for n > 1 — s/2. Calling
2
(n+s/2)(n+s/2—1)

we have, putting all the previous computations together,

(35) As,n =

(36) / / (1 —zy+ 1)~/ "Lz dy ~ A, 117527,
1J-1
as t — 0. Substituting (36) into (34), we obtain
0 As nCs,n+1 2_
37 0,0) = W4(G Zsnbsntl s2-s/2 52—5/2
7 60,0 (Graa) = 12— s/2) +of ),

as § — 0. These expressions are valid for 0 < s < 4. Inserting (37) and (33) into
(32), we have

A c
> N2 (W _SsnEsntl ¢2-5/2 2—5/2
(38) ES(WN) >N < S(Gr2,4) in |(2 — 8/2) 1 + 0(5 )>
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"¢
_ k
—N(fs(é) +672) kl)
k=1

To finish the proof, we take § = N~1/2 in equation (38). In the case 0 < s < 4, we
obtain

ES(WN) > WS(GI'ZA)NQ + Cs,nN1+s/4 + 0(2\71_;'_5/4)7

where

As nCs,n+1 Csk
= 1 .
(39) Csn (4n,(2 o T Z

In the logarithmic case s = 0, we have

1
Elog(Wn) > Wing(Gra 4) N? — 1N log N + Co.nN + o(N),

where

B Ao nComil = Cok
(40) Co,n——(sn! +) o)

k=1

The constants Cs ,, and Cp, in (39) and (40) are negative and decreasing as a
function of n. Hence, we choose n as the smallest integer such that n > 1 —s/2. This
implies choosing n =1 if s > 0 and n = 2 if s = 0. The proof is now complete. [

4.1.2. Proof of the lower bound for s = 4. In the hypersingular case s = 4 we can
use a simpler approach. Let (&, ) == (1 — .6 + 0)~2. From Lemma 4.5, the
generalized Fourier-Jacobi coefficients ¢ () are nonnegative for all 7 € P*. Since
¥(1,1) = =2, from Theorem 4.4 we have

(41) Ei(wy) = EF(wy) > E¥(wy) > 1$(0,0)N2 — 572N,

where f, is as in (31) and

1
//¢xydxdy—1/ / (1 — 2y +6)"2dzdy.
Note that

s drdy = 1 1+2) = —2logd+2log?2 1
/—1/—1 (T—ay+02 " 1+5°g< +5> 0g 6 +2log 2 + o(1),

as 6 — 07. Hence,

. 1 1
(42) ¥(0,0) = —3 log é + 3 log 2 + o(1).
Substituting (42) into (41) and letting § = N~'/2, we obtain

1 log 2
Ey(wy) > 7N?log N + N2<O§ - 1) +o(N2). O
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5. UPPER BOUNDS USING JITTERED SAMPLING

In this section we use jittered sampling to prove the order of the upper bounds
in Theorems 2.2 and 2.3. This technique has already been used in other works; see,
for example, [16, Theorem 6.4.2]. Although we do it for Gra 4, the proof could be
trivially extended to the general case of Gr, 4.

The following result is proved in [36, Theorem 2] for the more general setting of
connected Ahlfors regular metric measure spaces. Here we state it for the particular
case of the Grassmannian Grs 4.

Lemma 5.1. For the Grassmannian Gra 4, there exist positive constants c; and ca
such that for every sufficiently large N, there is a partition of Gra 4 into N regions
of measure 1/N, each contained in a geodesic ball of radius e N~1/4
a geodesic ball of radius coN~1/4.

and containing

Proposition 5.2. For the Grassmannian Gra 4 and for 0 < s < 4 there exists a
positive constant cg such that, for N sufficiently large,

Es(N) < W,(Grag)N? — ¢, N1+3/4,

For s = log, there exists a constant ciog such that, for N sufficiently large,
1
Elog(N) < Wigg(Gra 4)N? — 7V 10g N + cioe N.

Proof. Since sin 6 < 6 < 2sin @ for sufficiently small 0, we have

sin? 0 + sin? 0, < 07 + 03 < 4(sin® 6; + sin® 6y).
Hence, recalling the expression (1) for the chordal distance on Grg 4, from Lemma 5.1
there exists a positive constant cg such that for N sufficiently large there is a partition
of Gry 4 into N regions Dy, ..., Dy, each of measure 1/N and contained in a chordal
ball of radius c3N~1/4. Let do;(P) := Nxp,(P)do(P), where yp, is the indicator
function of Dj;. Then, we have, for 0 < s < 4,

E(N) g/G /G > K. (P;, Pj)doy(Py)---doy(Py)
24 24 Z;éj
=N Z//D > Ky (P;, P;)do(P;) do(P;)

i#]

—N2</ K,(P,Q)do(P)do(Q Z//DJXDJ «(P,Q)do(P )dU(Q)>

Gra 4 X Gra 4
< W GI‘Q 4 Z dlam WS(GI‘274)N2 — (203)_SN1+5/4.

The logarithmic case is analogous. ]

6. COMPUTATION OF THE KERNEL OF THE HARMONIC ENSEMBLE

We devote this section to the proof of Theorem 2.5. Recall from (17) that
the reproducing kernels K, of the subspaces H, of LQ(Gr2,4) are in one-to-one
correspondence with the generalized Jacobi polynomials P,. To compute the sum of
these reproducing kernels we use a modified version of the multivariate Christoffel-
Darboux formula.



22 UJUE ETAYO AND PEDRO R. LOPEZ-GOMEZ

6.1. A Christoffel-Darboux type formula. In this subsection, we present a
result that is essential for the proof of Theorem 2.5. Let k = (K1, k2) be a partition
of degree |k| = k1 + k2 = k. We define x( as the partition obtained from x by
increasing the ith part x; by one. Note that this is not always possible for all 4, since
£ should also be a partition, that is, the new parts should be in decreasing order.
The following result is an immediate consequence of [5, Theorem 2.6]. In [5], the
corresponding result is given in terms of the variables y; = cos? ;. We present it
instead in terms of the variables £, and £_ introduced in (2).

Theorem 6.1. Given a partition p of degree k + 1, let Ag[k, 1] be zero whenever
p# &9 fori=1,2. Otherwise, let

(k+1)® _
Ak, k1] = { @FF1)2 w2 =0,
’ k+1 kK1—ko+l1 Ko > 0
2k+1 2k1 — 2K +1 2 ’

2k (k+1) B
Aplk, k] = { CR+1)? rg =0,
’ k+1 K1—Ka ko >0
2k+1 2r1 —2ra+1 2 :

Let Qx =32, =p11 Aklk, Wl Py Then, for all k > 0 we have

_ Z\;q:k; dm(Qn(L 1)PN(£+7£—) - QH(€+7£—))
B 1—&48- ’

Z dTPT(gJF?g_)

I7|<k
where d, is given by (12).
Note that the sum in the left-hand side of Theorem 6.1 is precisely the reproducing

kernel ICx. Therefore, to prove Theorem 2.5 it suffices to compute the sum in the
right-hand side.

6.2. Some preliminary lemmas. In this subsection, we gather some auxiliary
lemmas that will be used to prove Theorem 2.5. Recall from equation (16) that,
given a partition kK = (K1, k2) of degree |k| = k1 + ko = k, the generalized Jacobi
polynomial P, can be expressed in terms of Legendre polynomials as

Pal6n €)= 5 (Pelen) Prr-a(6) + PUE )P a(61).

Lemma 6.2. Let k > 0 and let k = (K1, k2) be a partition with |k| = k. Then, with
the notation of Theorem 6.1,

(k+1)(3k+1) _
Q1,1 =4 e 2 =0,
Qkki_’_ll Ko > 0.

Proof. Since, by definition, P, (1,1) =1 for every partition u, we have Q.(1,1) =
Ak, kM) + Aplk, k)] If kg > 0, then
Qr(1,1) = Ag[r, sV + Ap[r, )
_k+1 k1 —kot1 K1 — K2 k+1  k+1

T 2% 4+ 12k — 2k +1 2k — 260 +12k+1  2k+1°

If k3 = 0, then we obtain

Qu(1,1) = Axlr, k] + Aglr, s®] = ((Qkk—:—ll))Q + ?’;ik:l)lg = & ?Qi)f”f)j Y g
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Lemma 6.3. Let k > 0 and let k = (K1, k2) be a partition with |k| = k. Then, with
the notation of Theorem 6.1,

2]11—:—11 <§*Pk(£f)Pk+1(£+) + f+Pk(f+)P’“+1(£*))
(k+1)? el
— kaﬂ(fﬁpkﬂ(é)’
QH(£+7§*): k—f—l
m (g—Pm—Kz (f_)P]H-l(f-i-) Ko > 0.

&4 Py s (€ Pesa(€))
Proof. Note that
Qu(&r.€2) = Alr, KVIP) (€4, 62) + Akl 5P Py (64, €2),
where k(1) = (k1 + 1, k2), K®) = (k1, k2 + 1), and
P (€:62) = 3 (Pon(€0) Py 1(62) + Pea(6-) Py pin (61)),
P (€462) = 5 (Pira(€0)Pry o 1(6) + Pesa(6) Py 1(61))-

When k9 > 0, we have

k
(43) Qu(en€) = 55
X (m(Pk+l(f+)Pﬁ1—m+l(f—) + Pey1(§-)Pey—ryr1(64))

K2 — K1

+ m(Pk+1(§+)Pm—m—l(f—) + Pk+1(§—)Pm—nz—1(§+)))-

From the recurrence relation (74) for the Legendre polynomials, we have

2H172I€2+1 K1 — R2
44 Pk = —E Pk — P 5
( ) 1 2-0—1(54—) K1 — kg + 1 54— 1 2(5-"—) Ky — Ko + 1 1—K2 1(§+)
261 — 2K9 + 1 K1 — K2
(45) PH1*H2+1(§*) = 7£7PH1*N2 (57) - Pﬁlfﬁzfl(gf)'

k1 — ke +1 K1 — Ko + 1

Substituting (44) and (45) into (43), we readily obtain the desired expression for
Q. (&4,&-) when ko > 0. The case ko2 = 0 follows similarly. O

Lemma 6.4. With the notation of Theorem 6.1, let k > 0 and
S1 = dk,0)(Qr,0) (1, 1) Pi,0) (§45§-) — Qer,0) (€4, €-))-
Then,
Si = (k+1)(3k + 1) Pi(&4) Pu(E2)
= (2k 4+ 1)k + 1) (6 Pul§-) Pt (64) + €4 PrlE) P (62))
+ (k4 1)? Pry1 (&4) Py (€-).

Proof. Immediate from Lemmas 6.2 and 6.3, and the fact that d oy = (2k+ 2. O
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Lemma 6.5. With the notation of Theorem 6.1, let k > 0 and

52 = Z dﬁ(Qn(lal)PK(f-‘raf—) 7QI€(€+7£—))'

|k|=k,k2>0

Then,
82 = (Pul&+) = & Pora (60)) (b + D) (=2 + DPu(e-) + P (€0))
 (PLE-) = &4 Pea () +1) (= (2k + D) + 6 (64

Proof. From Lemmas 6.2 and 6.3 we have

Qn(]-? 1)PK<£+7£7) - Qn(g%»vg*)

E+1

= 2k 21 (BHE Prr s (€) + Pi(E ) Perra(€4)

— € Payoral€-)Pisa(€4) = €4 Prana(€4) P (6) ).
In this case, d, = 2(2k + 1)(2(k1 — K2) + 1), s0
A @n(11) Pl 6) — Qu(€4,6))
= (2 = K2) + D)k + 1) (Pul€4) P, s (6-) + Pul€-) P, s (64)
€ Py ()Pt (64) = €4 Py s (64) Pra ()

= (Pr(&4) =€ Pryr(€0)) (k+ 1) (2(k1 — K2) + 1) Pay -y (6)
+ (Pr(€-) = &4 Prya(62)) (k + 1)(2(k1 — K2) + 1) Pry —ny (E4)-

Hence,
Sy = (Pr() =& Pepn(E))(E+1) Y (2(k1 — k2) + 1) Pe, —xy(€0)
k1+ro=k
K12>K2>0
+(P(60) =& P (6N +1) D (251 — K2) + 1) Py ey (§4)-
K,1+H2=k
K1>Ko>0

To compute these sums, it is convenient to distinguish between k being even and

k being odd, although the final result will not depend on the parity of k. Assume,

then, that k is even, and so k1 — ke = 0,2,...,k — 2. Calling k1 — ko = 2m, we have
k/2—1

(46)  So=(Pul(€s) =& Pega(&))(k+1) Y (4m+ 1) P (6-)

+ (Pe(6) = & Pepa(€))(k+1) D (4m+ 1) P (&4).

m=1
Note that

k/2-1 k/2

> (m+ 1) Py (€2) = —(2k + D) P(62) + Y (4m + 1) P (62).

m=0 m=0
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From equation (80), we have

k/2
ST (m+ 1) Pon(€2) = PP ().
m=0
Therefore,
k/2—1
(47) 37 dm 1) Pon(62) = —(2k + DP(6) + CPP (e ).
m=0
Similarly,
k/2—1
(48) 3" (@m+ 1) Pon(€4) = —(2k + D Pu(&4) + CFP (€4).
m=0

Then, substituting (47) and (48) into (46), we obtain
S2= (Pul€4) = & Pt () (b + D) (=2 + DPu(e-) + 6P ()
+ (PlE-) = &Pt () (k + 1) (=(2k + DPED) + O ().

The case where k is odd is handled analogously, yielding the same expression for So
as in the even case. Hence, the lemma follows. (Il

We are finally ready to prove Theorem 2.5.

6.3. Proof of Theorem 2.5. From Theorem 6.1 we know that
Y A (QulL P ) = Qul€r,€))
W(Er €)= > doPr(gg ) = 1 _
|7|<k 1- E-‘rg—

We call
Ne(€4,62) = Y de(Qu(1, 1) Pe(€4, €)= Qulér,€).

|r|=k
This sum can be decomposed as

Ni(§4,6-) = 51+ 5o,

where
St = d,0) ((Qi,0) (1, 1) P oy (€4, 6-) — Qo) (€4,6-))
Sy = Z dK(QK(]‘v]‘)PK(er?S—)7QH(£+7§—))'

|k|=k,k2>0

Using Lemmas 6.4 and 6.5, we have

Ni(€4,6-) = (k+1)(3k + 1) Pe(&4) Pul-)
— (2k + 1)(k + 1) (€ Pel6-) Pt (6) + €4 Pe(§) P (6-))
+ (k+1)2 Py (&) Pt (€-)
+ (Phl€r) = € Pera (&) + 1) (— 2k + )Pu(e-) + CFP ()
+(

PLlg-) = & Pena (€)) (b + 1) (= 2k + DPu(&) + 6P (€0 ).
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This expression can be simplified to
N, _
P8 — (k4 1) (P (€0 Plan (6) ~ PLlEn)Pele)

kE+1
+ (Pu(Es) — - P (61))C P ()

+ (Pr(6-) = & Pea (€))7 (€4
From equations (81) and (82) we know that

(49)

1
(50) Py(z) = m(c(s/z)(x) - xC’;i?’_/f) (x)),
(51) Peg (2) = 17 (@0 (@) = 6P (@),
Substituting (50) and (51) into (4 ) and simplifying we obtain
N g ’E— *5 5_
k](ﬂ_—;: . ) _ : ++1 <01573/2)(€+)C](€3/2)(£_) + Cl(c?)—/lg) (§+)C](€3_/12) (f_)>
Therefore,

Ne(€s,6-) = (1= €46 (O e) + 2P €D (€),

and hence

N, _
(e ) = P e )ef e ) + R ence ). O

7. EXPECTED ENERGY OF THE HARMONIC ENSEMBLE

To determine the expected energy of points coming from the harmonic ensemble
with the desired precision we need to perform a thorough asymptotic analysis of
certain double integrals involving orthogonal polynomials. For the reader’s conve-
nience, we have encapsulated the necessary technical results as lemmas and deferred
the proofs to Section 8.

Proposition 7.1. The expected Riesz s-energy of the harmonic ensemble is finite
if and only if s < 6.

Proof. From Proposition 1.6 and Lemma 1.4, the expected Riesz s-energy of this
DPP is

/ /CkPP/CkQQ) ’Ck(PQ)

PO do(P)do(Q)

GT2 4 X Gra g

U Kk(1, 1 ’Ck(£+7§—)2

Making the substltutlon (§+,§,) — (cos 0,coso), we can rewrite the previous
integral as

dfdo.

/”/2/ (Kx(1,1)% — Ky (cos 6, cos 7)?) sin f sin o
(1 — cosfcoso)s/?

Since the integrand can only be unbounded when (6, o) approaches (0, 0), it suffices
to prove that the integral

/ / (Kk(1,1)? — Ki(cos 0, cos 0)?) sin 0 sin o

dé d
(1 — cosfcoso)s/? 7
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is finite if and only if s < 6 for some sufficiently small € > 0. From Lemma 8.2 we
know that there exists a constant ¢(k) depending only on k such that
Kr(1,1)* = Ki(cos 0, cos 0)? = c(k)(6% + o%) + O(0* + o*).

This, together with the estimates sin §sin o ~ 6o and (1 —cosfcoso) ~ (0? +02)/2,
gives

2
// (Kx(1,1)% — Ky (cos 6, cos o)? )smGsmadad // 0o (6% + o?) 10do.

(1 — cosfcoso)s/? (02 4 02)5/2

Since the integrand is positive, we have

0092+0 9092+0 9092+J
] O i [ i ] e

2+02<€2 02 +02<2e?

where the integrals in the bounds are finite if and only if s < 6. O

To prove Theorem 2.7 we need the following lemma.

Lemma 7.2. Letk>1,0<s <4, and f € {0,1}. Then,
/ /1 0(3/2) C(3/2) (§ )0(3/2) (5 )C(3/§) (5_)

déy dé-
(1-¢&:8- )5/2 S+
= k4+525/2/ /oo PP BG4, 4, 4 o(pt+)
xy 1‘2 + y 3/2 ’
where Jy is the Bessel function of the first kind of order 1.
Proof. See Section 8.2.1. d

Proof of Theorem 2.7. From Proposition 1.6, Remark 1.7, Lemma 1.4, equa-
tions (4) and (24), and the fact that Ki (P, P) = N, the expected Riesz energy of
this DPP is

do(P)do(Q)

E,wxm[E

// Ki(P, P)Ki(Q, Q) — Ki(P,Q)?
de(P,Q)*

G!’2 4 X Gr2 4

= W,(Graq)N _7/ / ’f’i?g Ty derdé
From Theorem 2.5 and Lemma 7.2, we have
E,wxn[Es(x)] = We(Graa) N
21+“/2k4+5/ /oo Ji(@)* 1 (y)* dz dy + o(k**).
zy( x2 + zy(a? + y2)"/2
Finally, using that N = %k‘l + O(k?), the theorem follows. O

To prove Theorem 2.8 we need the following lemma.

Lemma 7.3. Let k > 1 and let 3 € {0,1}. The following equality holds:

1 1
/0 /_ 1 CP e (€O P (e (€2 ) log(1 — £46-) dey de
k4log k
2

+ BE* + (—Dﬂlogf) (1 — Jo(1)* — J1(1>2)2k4 +o(k?),
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with
C1+2G 1 v log2

or '8 2 4
where G is Catalan’s constant and vy is the Euler—Mascheroni constant.
Proof. See Section 8.2.2. (]

Proof of Theorem 2.8. From Proposition 1.6, Remark 1.7, Lemma 1.4, and
equations (4) and (26), the expected logarithmic energy of this DPP is

E, .0 [Elog(@ / (Ki(P, PYK(Q. Q) — K (P, Q)2) log do(P, Q) do(P) do(Q)

Gra 4 X Gra 4

— Wieg(Gra)N? + / / Kr(€4€ )P log(1 — €46 ) e, e
From Theorem 2.5 and Lemma 7.3, we have
E,xov [Erog()]

1 11 log(2 2
:Wlog<Gr274)N2+(—k ng +Bk4+ Og( )(1_J0(1)2 —J1(1)2) k4>

1 2 1
1/ k'logk 4, log(2) 2 2)%, 4

+4(— 5 T Bk +T(1_JO<1) —J1(1))k>
1 4] log(2 2

+2(_k ;gk+Bk4_%()<1—J0(1)2—J1(1)2) k:4) +o(k"),

with

_1+2G 1 v log2
=T T3t 4o
Simplifying, we obtain
1
Eyoxn) [Erog(7)] = Wieg(Gra,4)N? — 5/# log k + Bk* 4 o(k%).

Using that N = $k* + O(k?), the theorem follows. O

Finally, to prove Theorem 2.9 we need the following lemmas. In these three
lemmas, we consider the region R = [—1,1] x [0,1] and divide it according to
Figure 1.

=

-1 0 cos(k™1) 1 &+

FIGURE 1. Regions of integration inside the rectangle R = [-1,1] x [0, 1].
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Lemma 7.4. The following equality holds:

1
——————d&, A6 = 2logk + 3log2 + O(k™?).
//R\R (1—¢46-)2 b+ dé ogk +3log2+ O(k™?)

Proof. See Section 8.2.3. O
Lemma 7.5. Let k > 1 and let 8 € {0,1}. The following equality holds:

0(3/2) 0(3/2) 0(3/2) 0(3/2)
// (£+) (&+) (£-) (S )dg a.
R\R (1- §+§ )
= 4k® (/ / Nz 29T 1 g0 Jl dxdy + 2/ / y dxdy) + o(k®).
Proof. See Section 8.2.4. d

Lemma 7.6. The following equality holds:

Kn(1,1)2 — Kp (€4, €—)?
[ s

202 16 ()21 (y)?
— k8 Ty @)1 W) g k).
// wy(z? +y?)? zdy + o(k")

Proof. See Section 8.2.5. O

Proof of Theorem 2.9. From Proposition 1.6, Lemma 1.4, and equation (4), the
expected Riesz 4-energy of this DPP is

Ki(P, P)K( K (P,
E, von[Fa(z / k( k QPQC;) k( Q)

do(P)do(Q)

Gr24 X Grz 4

L [ R

Recall from Remark 1.7 that
Kr(1,1) = Ki(&4 (P, P), - (P, P)) = N.

Note that the Riesz kernel (1 — £;£_)~2 is not integrable near (1,1). Hence, we
divide the region R = [-1,1] x [0, 1] as in Figure 1 and write

NQ
s W e

_//R\Rlclk—ggg deds g [ BT s g

Then, using Theorem 2.5 and Lemmas 7.4 to 7.6, we have

N2
E,. .z [Ei(x)] = —(2 logk + 3 log 2+ O(k;_Q))

+k8( // 0 16// déd&
9092+J2 0

/ / xylgly))‘]l( v’ dzdy) + o(k®).

Finally, using that N = %k‘l + O(k?), the theorem follows. O
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8. AUXILIARY RESULTS FOR SECTION 7
8.1. Auxiliary lemmas for the proof of Proposition 7.1.

Lemma 8.1. Let k > 1 and let B(k) = k(k + 1)(k + 2)(k + 3)/8. Then, for
0 <t<1/k% we have

cPP (1) = Bkt < PP (1 —t) < CBP (1) — B(k)t + Kot?,
for some constant Ky € (0,00).

Proof. We proceed as in the proof of [12, Lemma 4]. Let ¢(t) = 0123/2)(1 —t). In
order to expand ¢ in the standard monomial basis, note that, for 0 < j < k, we
have (see equation (76))

J J 393
%q(O) _ (,1)3'%0123/2)(1) _ (=172 (1;)5?;/)2 +J)C(3/2+J (1)
(=172 (3/2 + ) I'k+j+3)
N VT I'k—j+1)0(25+3)’
where in the last equality we have used equation (73). Then,
z’“: JQJHF 3/2+]) T(k+j+3) n
2 T(h—j+ D02 + 300G + 1)

By the duplication formula for the gamma function, we have
20 (3/24+4) 2-9-1
VTL(2§ +3)L(j+1) TG+ 1T +2)

Hence,

1 2 1 2

oft) = (k+1)(k+2) k(k+1)(k+ )<k+3>t+R,

2 8

where
k __]_1 .
Fk+j5+3),,

52 R= - - t
2 2 VGG T+ D
Note that

(k+1)(k+2)
2
We now show that R > 0, which finishes the proof. The terms in R have alternating
signs, so it suffices to show that for j = 2,4,... and j < k, the jth term in the
summation (52) is greater than the absolute value of the (j + 1)th term. That is,
we have to show that, for those values of j,

91 C(k+i+3),; o 20" Lk+j+4) 5
TG+ DTG +9TGkh—j+1) ~TG+I0G+3) Th—j)

which is true whenever

=P ).

20 +1)(j+2)
té(k—j)(k+j+3)'

A trivial computation shows that this inequality is satisfied if ¢t < 1/k2. O
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Lemma 8.2. Let k> 1 and let
Kr(cosb,coso) = 023/2) (cos 9)0,&3/2) (coso) + C,(cg'_/f) (cos 9)0123_/12) (cos o).
For sufficiently small 0 and o, there exists a constant c(k) depending only on k such
et Kr(cos,cosa)? = Ki(1,1)% — c(k)(6% + o%) + O(0* + o*).
Proof. We have
(53) Kr(cos b, coso)? = Ay + Ag + 2As,

where

A = C’S/Q) (cos0)*C 3/2)(COSO' 2

)
As = C’,i?’_/f) (cos0)2Cy (3/2 )(cos o)?,
Az = C,iS/Q) (cos 0)0,23/2 (cos O’)C]i /2) (cos G)C( /2 (coso).

For sufficiently small # and o, we have

)

62 o?
cosf=1-— 5 +0(#), coso=1-— > +0(ah).

Let B(k) = k(k+ 1)(k + 2)(k + 3)/8. Using Lemma 8.1, we have

92

(54)  CPP(cosh) = ¥ (1 —5 0(94)) =B (1) = B(k)6? + O(6").

Hence,
(55) C¥ (cos0)> = ¢/ (1)? — 2B(k)CP/? (1)6 4+ O(6).

Note that the same expressions hold for the polynomials C’,g?’/ 2) (cos o). Then, from
equation (55) it follows that

(56) Ay = PP M)t —2B(k)CPP (1)3(6% + 02) + O(0* + oY),
(57) Ay = CP (M) — 2Bk — )PP (12 (6% + 02) + O(6* + o).
From equation (54), we have
O (cos )LD (cos ) = P (P (1)
~ (BR)ICP (1) + Bk — 1)CF(1))6% + 0(0).
Again, the same expression holds for C,(CB/ 2)(cos o). Therefore,
(58) Az = CPP )22 (1)2 - B(k)(6% + 02) + O(6* + o),

where

B(k) = (BR)CP (1) + Bk — )P ()P (P ().
Calling
B(k) = 2B(k)CPP(1)® + 2B(k — 1)/ P (1) + 2B(k),
and substituting (56), (57), and (58) into (53), we conclude that
Ki(cos 8, cos o) = 22 (1)* + C¥2) (1)t + 203/ (1)2C P2 (1)?
— B(k)(6? + 02) + O(0* + oY)
= Ki(1,1)2 — B(k)(0* + 02) + O(8* + o*). 0



32 UJUE ETAYO AND PEDRO R. LOPEZ-GOMEZ

8.2. Auxiliary lemmas for the proofs of Theorems 2.7 to 2.9. Throughout
this section we denote

(59) f(b,0) = 023/2) (cos 9)01531/5) (cos 9)0,&3/2)((:05 U)Cgi/ﬁz) (coso), pe{0,1},

and we will be working on the region sketched in Figure 2.

o
/2
R R
6 5 Ry Ry
k71/2
kfl
Rg R
Ry Ry
0 f—1/2 /2 r—kl T 0

FIGURE 2. Regions of integration inside the rectangle [0, 7] x [0, 7/2].

Lemma 8.3. The following equality holds:

/ f(0,0)sinfsino dfdo = O(k*).
Ry

Proof. In this region we have sinf,sino = O(k~!). Using the bounds (78) for the
Gegenbauer polynomials, we obtain

/ f(8,0)sinfsino dfdo
Ry

S/ |f(0,0)sinfsino|df do
Ry

= O(k8k2 //R d0do> = O(k%). O

Lemma 8.4. The following equality holds:
/ f(0,0)sinfsino dfdo = / f(0,0)sinfsino df do = O(k?).
R2 RS

Proof. Since the analysis over the regions R, and Rj3 is equivalent, we will focus on
the region Ry. In this region we have

%gegw—k—l, 0<o <kl

Using the bounds in (78) for the Gegenbauer polynomials and the estimates sin § =
O(9) and sino = O(k~1), we obtain

k7Y pr—kt
= O(k“/ / 02 deda) = O(k3). O
0 /2

‘/ f(0,0)sinfsino df do
Ra
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Lemma 8.5. The following equality holds:
/ f(8,0)sinfsino dddo = O(K?).
R4

Proof. In this region we have sind = O(f) and sinc = O(o). Hence, using the
bounds (78), we obtain

w2 pr—k71
‘/ f6,0) sin@sinad&‘ (/ﬁ/ / 9—20—2019(10—) =0(*. O
Ry k— /2

Lemma 8.6. Let s > 0. The following equality holds:
// f(0,0)sinfsino A0 do = O(k*+/2).

(1 — cosfcoso)s/?

Proof. In this region we have sinf = O(#), sino = O(o), and cos(f), cos(c) <
cos k~1/2. Using that cosx <1 — 22/4 for x € [0, 1], we have

E=1\?
1—cosfcoso>1-— (1— 4) .

Hence,
1

(1 — cosf coso)s/2

Using the estimates above together with the bounds (78) for the Gegenbauer

polynomials, we obtain
= 0<k2+8/2 // 0202 df da> = O(k*+/?).
Rs
O

= O(k*/?).

// f(8,0)sinfsino 10do
Ry (1 —cosfcoso)s/?
Lemma 8.7. Let s > 0. The following equality holds:

// CX Sm951n02 40 do // f(8,0)sinfsinc dfdo = O(k15/4+5/2),
Ry (1 —cosBcoso)s/ R, (1 —cosfcoso)s/?

Proof. Since the analysis over the regions Rg and Ry is equivalent, we will focus
on the region R7. In this region we have sinf = O(0), sino = O(0), coso < 1, and
cos @ < cos k~1/2. Hence, using that cosz < 1 —22/4 for = € [0, 1], we have

kfl
1—cosfBcosoc>1-— <1— ),

4

and so
1

(1 — cosf coso)s/2
To estimate f(6,0) in this region, we use the bounds (78) for the Gegenbauer
polynomials as follows:

O (cos0) = 6320(kY?), /3 (cosh) = 97320 (kY/?),
P (coso) = 0720(kY?), O (coso) = O(K?).

Using the estimates above, we obtain

// f(0,0)sinfsino d0do| = O k7/2+s/2 // 0201240 do
(1 — cosfcosc)s/2 Ry

:O(k15/4+s/2). O

= O(k*/?).
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Lemma 8.8. Let 0 < s < 4. The following equality holds:

o) 2
// f(0,0)sinfsino 10do —25/2k4+5/ / Ji(x (y) dz dy+o(k++e).

(1 — cosfcoso)s/? xy( x2+y zy(2? + y2)5/2

Proof. Tt suffices to compute the limit

—1/2
o)sinfsino
60 dfdo.
(60) k—>oo kdts / / 1 — cos@cos o)s/? 7
Over this region we have sinf ~ 0, sino ~ o, and
1 25/2

(1 — cosf coso)s/2 ~ (602 + 52)s/2
Hence, the limit in (60) equals
—1/2 —1/2 0 9
s/2 O' g
2/ R / / G +02)5/2(1 +0(1)) df do.

Making the substitution (8, 0) — (0/k,&/k), the expression above can be rewritten
as follows:

E1/2 E1/2

f(@/k, a/k:)@a i

s/2 o

klggo / k8 92 + 62)3/2 (1+0(1))d0do

60 =27 tim [ [ o @i 01 LTI 1 o1 i
= ki}n;o ; X[o, k1/2] X[O k1/2)\0 k8 (92 + 02)3/2 ¢ 7

where x is the indicator function. It can be checked, using the bounds in (78) for
the Gegenbauer polynomials, that the function g: [0, 00) X [0,00) — R given by

06(0% +6%) /2 (0.6) € 0,1 x [0,1],
< 652 6,6) € [0,1] x (1, 00),
o0.6)=17 " (¢ A) [0,1] x (1, 00)
0 (0,6) € (1,00) x [0,1],
072672(02 +6%)7/> (0,6) € (1,00) x (1,00),
is integrable in [0, 00) x [0, 00) and satisfies
‘ f0,k1/2] (0 9)x X(0.k1/2)(6) f(0/k,6/k)06 < 9(0,5).

k8 (02 + 62)5/2
Hence, using the Dominated Convergence Theorem and the Mehler—Heine formula
(79), the expression in (61) equals

0o 2
25/2/ / h@)216)° dé d,
90- 92 + 02 s/2

as wanted. O

Lemma 8.9. Let f be as in equation (59). The following equality holds:

/ f(0,0)sinfsinolog(l — cosfcoso)dbfdo
Ry

- (f1)ﬁ@ (1 — Jo(1)? — J1(1)2)2k4 + o(kY).
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Proof. Tt suffices to compute the following limit

/ f(8,0)sinfsinolog(l — cosfcosco)df do

k=t ekt
= (=1)” lim —/ / f(8,0)sinfsin o log(l + cosf coso)db do,

where we have used that 01(63/2)(—1') = (—1)’“0,&3/2)(:6). Over this region we have
sinf ~ 0, sino ~ o, and log(1 + cosf cos o) ~ log(2). Hence, the limit above is

k=Y kTt
(—1)%1og(2) Jim F/ f(0,0)00(1+ o(1))df do.

Making the substitution (6, ) — (8/k &/ k), this expression reads as

(62) (=1)" log(2) hm//ksf< )&(1—1—0( 1))dd dé.

k—o0

From (78), we have

Since A4 is integrable in [0,1]2, we can simplify (62) using the Dominated Conver-
gence Theorem and the Mehler-Heine formula (79) as

1)/’10g(2)/01 /Ol‘h(m;;}]l((})zdéd&(1)ﬁlog(2)</o Jl(:) d9>2

= 2 (- a2)

where in the last equality we have used [45, Formula 1.8.3-2]. ([

Lemma 8.10. Let 8 € {0,1}. The following equality holds:
L—1/2

2
/ O (cos 0)CLY 3 (cos 0)0 4 = %(1 +O(k~1?)).
0

Proof. To control the error in the asymptotic expansion we use the following version
of Hilb’s formula for the case of the Gegenbauer polynomials cB/? (see [48, Theorem
8.21.12]):
(k+2)(k+1) 61/
k+3/2  sin®/?0
where J; is the Bessel function of the first kind of order 1 and
1/2 s —3/2 —1 < <
Error — (01/2/sin0)O(k ) kTt <0<7/2,
(63/sin 0)O(k) 0<<k 1

(63) C,gs/z)(COS 0) = J1((k +3/2)0) + Error,

Set k = (k +3/2). In this case 6 € [0, k~'/2]. Using that sinf ~ 6, we can rewrite
(63) as

C’,(:’/Q) (cosf) = 5«]1(159)(1 +O(k™)) + Error,
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where
9_1/20(k_3/2) k_l <h< k_1/2
Error = - = ’
920(14:) 0<6<k 1t

For the polynomials CE’_/;), Hilb’s formula takes the form

C2) (cost) = 1 (R — 8)0)(1+ O(k~™) + Brror,

where the error term remains the same. Hence,

2 ~ ~
O (cos0)CLY D (cosh) = ];—QJl(ke)Jl((k — B)6)(1 + O(k™")) + Error?

+ ng(fsﬂ)Error(l +O(k™Y)) + %Jl((fc — B)9)Error(1 + O(k™1)).

Using these estimates, the integral of the lemma equals

k12 5 Kk—1/2

/ ?Jl(l}H)Jl((% —B)0)(1+0(k™1))do + / 0 Error? d9
0 0

L—1/2 3 ~ -
+ /O E(T1(30) + T2 ((F — $)9) ) Brror(1 + O(k™1)) do.

The integrals

J

can be estimated as O(k~%/%) using that |.J; (z)| < 1 for all # € R. For the remaining
integral, making the substitution  — 0/k we have

p—1/2 E—1/2

0 Error? df + / Ic(Jl(ch) + Ji((k - 5)0))Error(1 +O(k71))do
0

E—1/2 ]{;2

/O R (R0)(F = B)6)(1 + O(k™)) do

1/2
_ / k ;Jl(zzé/k)Jl((l% —8)0/k)(1+ O(k™"))
0

[ DR (- B)A/R) ).

~

E1/2 0

Using that J;(z) = O(x~1/?) as & — oo, we derive the estimate

/Oo T (kO /k) 1 ((k — B)6/k) b = O(k—/?).
k

~

1/2 0
Finally, using [37, Formulas 6.574-1 and 6.574-2] we obtain

/°° Ti(kO/R) T (k= B)O/K) (5 1E—B _ 1
0

1+ O(k™1)).

~

; 2k 5(

The lemma follows. O
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Lemma 8.11. The following equality holds:

/ f(8,0)sinfsinolog(l — cosfcosco)db do
Rg

_kﬂ;gk +k4(4+8G+7r—8;4T77T+47r10g2 B 1052> +o(kY),

where G is Catalan’s constant and vy is the Fuler—Mascheroni constant.

Proof. Using the substitution

(64) (0,0) = (0/k,6/k),
the integral of the lemma equals
(65)

L1/2 Bl/2

/ f(0/k,6/k)sin(A/k) sin(6/k) log(1 — cos(A/k) cos(6/k)) df dé.
In thlS region we have
log(1 — cos(0/k) cos(6/k)) = log(e 2—;2& (1+ O(k_l)))

=log(#? + 6%) — 2log k — log(2) +log(1 + O(k™1)).

Hence, the integral in (65) can be written as

Iy + Iz + I3 + 14,

where

1 E1/2 E1/2 .

=y / / F(0/k, 6 k) sin(B/k) sin(6 /%) log(6> + 62) df da,

Ll/2 El/2
I, = Qlog / F(0/k,6/k) sin(d/k) sin(6/k) dd da,
log k1/2 E1/2
= / f(0/k,6/k)sin(A/k) sin(6/k) dd s,

1 1 E1/2 E1/2

I, = log(1 + O(k™")) + O / / f(0/k,6/k)sin(0/k) sin(6/k) dd dé.

Reversing the change of variables (64), we can use Lemma 8.8 with s = 0 and
[37, Formula 6.574-2] to derive

I3 = 4#@ + o(k*).

Similarly, we have I; = o(k*). To compute I, we use the estimates
sin(0/k) = %(1 +O(k™")), sin(6/k) = %(1 +O0(k™)).

Then, we can simplify I5 as

I — %f(k)u + O(kl))(/o

L1/2

O (cos(0/k))CL 3 (cos(d) k))Z dé) )
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Reversing the substitution (64) and using Lemma 8.10, we obtain
k4 4
I, = -5 log k + o(k*).

Finally, we claim that

4 —4 47 log 2
Ilzk4< +8G + 7 — 4y + 4 log )+o(k4).

8w

To prove this claim, it suffices to compute the limit limy_,o, I;/k*. Using the
asymptotic equivalences sin(6/k) ~ 0/k and sin(6/k) ~ &/k, we have

(66)

1 L1/2 k1/2
. L A 2 AN 1A
klggo k4 11}120 ks/ / /k)05 log(0* + %) (1 + o(1)) dd d&

_ . _ f(0/k,5/k)06 log(0% + 62 5 oia
=i [ [ v Ovi o o) OO 1)

It can be checked, using the bounds in (78) for the Gegenbauer polynomials, that
the function g: [0,00) x [0,00) given by

06 1og (0% + 62) (0,6) €[0,1] x [0,1],
4(6.5) = €6*210g(€2+62) (9:,&)6[0,1] x (1,00),
' 0=26log(6% + 62) (0,6) € (1,00) x [0,1],
0726"2log(6> + 6%) (8,6) € (1,00) x (1,00),

is integrable over [0, 00) x [0, 00) and satisfies

1/2 é 1/2 Y A A A A
2w OROL D 11, i st +%)| < 9(0,0).

k8

Hence, using the Dominated Convergence Theorem and the Mehler—Heine formula
(79), we have from (66) that

L 71{4/ / NURAGN J1 (%) 1og(é2+&2)déd&+o(k4).

Finally, the integral in this expression can be computed using the computer algebra
system Mathematica [50]:

* N0 L), s A 4 — dyr + 4 log 2
/ / Mlog(ﬂer&Q)dﬂd&: +8G+m 8W+ mlog2
Y8

Adding the contributions from I; to I4, the lemma follows. O

8.2.1. Proof of Lemma 7.2. Making the substitution (£,,&_) — (cosé,coso) and
calling

f0,0)= C,£3/2)(005 H)Ck /62) (cos 9)C£3/2) (cos U)C,g/;) (coso),

the integral of the lemma equals

/2 f(8,0)sinfsino
dfdo.
/ / (1 — cosfcoso)s/? 7
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We divide the region [0, 7] x [0,7/2] as in Figure 2. Over the regions Ry to R4 we
have 1 — cosfcoso > 1. Hence, using Lemmas 8.3 to 8.7, we have

// f(0,0)sinfsino A0 do = o(k*).

(1 — cosfcosa)s/?

Finally, from Lemma 8 8 we have

00 2
// f(0,0)sinf@sino 10 do *25/2/’@4“/ / Ji(z (y) dxdy+0(k4+s).
Rs

— cos B cos 0)5/2 xy( xz + zy(z? + y2)s/2

The proof is now complete. O

8.2.2. Proof of Lemma 7.3. Making the substitution (£4,&_) + (cosé,coso) and
calling

f(0,0) = C,is/m(cos 6’)C’,c /52) (cos 9)0,&3/2) (cos U)C’lg/ﬁz) (cosa),
the integral of the lemma equals
/2 pm
/ / f(8,0)sin@sino log(l — cosf coso)df do.
0 0
We divide the region [0, 7] x [0, 7/2] as in Figure 2. From Lemma 8.9, we have

/ f(0,0)sinfsinolog(l — cosfcoso)dfdo
Ry

= (4)1310%4(2) (1 — Jo(1)? - J1(1)2>2k4 + o(k*).

Over the regions Ry, R3, and R4 we have [log(1 — cosf coso)| < 1. Therefore, using
Lemmas 8.4 and 8.5,

’// f(8,0)sinfsinolog(l — cosfcoso)dbdo

S// ‘f(ﬁ,a)sin@sina’d@da=0(k4), 2<j5<4
R;

Now, over the regions Rs to R we have log(1 — cosf cos o) = O(log k). Hence, using
Lemmas 8.6 and 8.7 with s = 0, we have

f(8,0)sin@sinolog(l — cosfcoso)df do = Ok *logk) = o(k*).
RsURgUR~7
Finally, from Lemma 8.11 we obtain

/ f(8,0)sinfsinolog(l — cosfcoso)dfdo
Rg

kAl;gk—|—]<;4<4+8G+7T_8477T+47T10g2—1O§2>—|—0(k‘4). 0
7r

To prove Lemmas 7.4 to 7.6 we need to consider a slightly more exhaustive division
of the region of integration. In this case, we consider the subdivision sketched in
Figure 3.

Lemma 8.12. The following equality holds:

// f(0,0 s1n981n0d9d _4k8/ / Jl dxdy—i—o(ks)
&, (1 —cosfcoso)?
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o
/2
Rs | Rs Ry
E1/2 Ry
Rs | R: R,
kfl
Rio | Ry Rg
O kL g1 /2 T 0

FIGURE 3. Subdivision of the rectangle R = [0, 7] x [0,7/2] used in the proofs of
Lemmas 7.4 to 7.6.

Proof. 1t suffices to compute the limit

k=12
1o, 0
(67) lim / / o)sinfsing df do.
koo k8 fi1 o 17C089COSO')
Over this region, we have sinf ~ 6, sino ~ o, and
1 4

(1 — cosfcosa)? ~ (6% + 02)2°

Hence, the limit in (67) equals
kT o)fo

4 Jim. ks/k /k 92+02) (1 + 0(1)) d9 do

Making the substitution (0, 0) — (A/k, & /k), this expression reads as

E—1/2

E1/2 L1/2
. 1 f( H/k &/k)06 P
(65) 4 Jim [ / R %1+ o(1)) dd &
_ 4 lim / / X[l,k1/2] X[Lkl/z](&> f(é/k:,&/k;)é&(l +0<1)) 10 dé
k—oo J1  Jq k8 (§2 + 62)2 )

It can be checked, using the bounds in (78), that the function g: [1,00] x [1, ]
given by
AL 1
T p——
0262(02 + 52)2
satisfies
X(1,k172) ()X (1,172 (8) f(O/K,6/k)06

< A A
k8 (52 +62)2 |~ 9(6,6)
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and is integrable in [1, 0o] x[1, oo]. Hence, using the Dominated Convergence Theorem
and the Mehler—Heine formula (79) the expression (68) equals

2
dé dé. O
90 92 + 02

Lemma 8.13. The f0llowmg equalzty holdS'
// s1n0s1nad9d // sm@smadada
fs (1 —cosfcoso) R, (1 —cosfcoso)?

8 V()2 (y)? ol
—4k/1 | 7xy(x2+y) dz dy + o(k®).

Proof. Since the analysis over the regions Rg and Ry is equivalent, we will focus on
Rs. To prove the lemma it sufﬁces to compute the following limit:

) sin 6 sin o
69 lim — dfdo.
(69) el ks/k 1 / 1—cos¢900s0)2 7
Over this region, we have sinf ~ 0, sino ~ o, and
1 4

(1 — cosf cos o)? - (62 + 02)2°
Hence, the limit in (69) equals

f(8,0)
4}}220 kg//c ) / (GRS ( +0(1))df do.

Making the substitution (6, o) — (8/k, &/ k), this expression reads as

R L f(@/k 6 /)06 .
() 4 Jm | / Sy o) s

o _ f(0/k,6/k)b6 A
741@1520/ / T XLk /2] (6)—F—"——"—""— @ 1 52)2 (14+0(1))dodé.
It can be checked, using the bounds in (78), that the function g: [0,1] x [1, oo] given
by

R 0
0.5)= %
satisfies 6) 10 R
X2 (8) f(B/k,6/k)06 .
e 9 JO ST < o166
k (02 4 52)2
and is integrable in [0, 1] x [1, o0]. Hence using the Dominated Convergence Theorem
and the Mehler—Heine formula (79), the expressmn (68) equals

dé dé. O
0 90 92 + 02

Lemma 8.14. The followmg equality holds:
// 9 o slneslnzdedg
A\, (1 —cosfcoso)

4k8</ / ‘]1 y dxdy+2/100/olmdxdy)+o(k8).
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Proof. First, note that, by comparing the divisions of the region [0, 7] x [0, 7/2]
given by Figures 2 and 3, we have

Rl = U Rj, Rg = Rs, R3 U R5 = Rg, R4 URG = R;.

Hence, using Lemmas 8.3 to 8.7 with s = 4 and taking into account that over R;
we have 1 — cosf coso > 1, we obtain

// f(6,0)sinfsino 0 do = o(k®).
1—cos€cosa)

Finally, using Lemmas 8.12 and 8.13, the lemma follows. (Il

8.2.3. Proof of Lemma 7.4. Making the substitution (£;,¢_) — (cos,cosc), the
integral of the lemma reads as

// sin @ sin o d0do,
R\fyo (1 —cosfcoso)?

where R\ Ry is as in Figure 3. First, we have

sinfsin o
dfdo = log 2.
//Rl (1 —cosfcoso)? 7708

Now, the integral over the region Ry U Rz U Ry U Ry = [k, 7/2)?

sinfsino B c 1Ny -2
// 1= cosfcoso)? dfdo = —2log(sin(k™")) = 2logk + O(k™7),

RQURgUé4UR7
where the last equality follows from sin(k~') = k=" (1 + O(k™?)). The analysis over
the regions R6 U Rg and R5 U Rg is equivalent. We have

sin fsin o sinfsin o 1
// 5 dfdo = // 5 dfdo = log(1 + cos(k™"))

(1 —cosfcoso) (1 —cosfcoso)
RGURQ RSURS

=log2+ O(k™?),
where the last equality follows from 1 + cos(k™1) = 2 + O(k~2). Putting all the

previous computations together, the lemma follows. (Il

8.2.4. Proof of Lemma 7.5. Making the substitution (£;,¢_) — (cos,cosc), the
new region of integration is the region R \ Rip from Figure 3. The result follows
then from (59) and Lemma 8.14. O

8.2.5. Proof of Lemma 7.6. Making the substitution (£4,£-) + (cos0,cos o), the
new region of integration is the region Rjg from Figure 3. Then, to prove the lemma
it suffices to compute the limit

k! 2\ - .
(1) lim 7/ / le 1,1)? — Ki(cos 6, cos o) )sm@smadeda
(1 — cosfcoso)?

k—oo k8

Using the estimates sinf ~ 6, sino ~ o, and
1 4
(1 —cosfcoso)? (02 + 02)2’
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we can write (

kTt 2
ICk 1,1)? — K (cos 8, cos 0)?)0o
4}};1210 ks/ / CETSE (14 0(1))dfdo.

Making the substitution (6, o) — (A/k, & /k), the previous expression reads as
1,1)2 A
(72) 4 lm / / (Ki(1,1)? = Kip(cos(8/k), cos(6/k)05 | 133 4gas.
(0 + 62y

Applying the multivariate Mean Value Theorem to the function h: [0,1]2 — R
defined as

h(0,6) = Ky (cos(8/k), cos(6/k))?,
we have
|K:k(17 1)2 - ICk(COS(é/k‘), COS(&/]{))Z‘ ‘h(ov O) - h(é7 &)|

sup ||Vh(ch, c6)|[[(8,)]]-
ce0,1]

IN

Then, using equation (76) for the derivatives of the Gegenbauer polynomials and
the bounds in (77), it can be proved that

IKi(1,1)2 — Ki(cos(8/k), cos(6/k))?| = (6% + 62)O(k®).
Therefore, we have

1 (K(1, 1)2 — Ky (cos(A/k), cos(6/k))2)06 < b6
kS (62 + 52)2 ~ 02462

where the expression in the right hand side is integrable in [0, 1]2. Hence, using the
Dominated Convergence Theorem and the Mehler-Heine formula (79), we conclude
that (72) equals

4252 _ 52
//9 16.J,(0)2.71(5) 40 ds.

06(02 4 62)2
where we have used that K;(1,1) = 3k* + o(k*). The lemma follows. O
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APPENDIX A. ORTHOGONAL POLYNOMIALS AND SPECIAL FUNCTIONS

A.1. Legendre and Gegenbauer polynomials. Classical orthogonal polynomials,
and in particular Legendre and Gegenbauer polynomials, play a crucial role in this
paper. In this section, we compile some properties of these polynomials that are
used throughout this work.

We denote the Legendre and Gegenbauer polynomials by P, (z) and M (x),
respectively, where n denotes the degree of the polynomial and A € R is a parameter.
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Both Legendre and Gegenbauer polynomials belong to the family of Jacobi polyno-
mials P,S’l’ﬂ ), which form a complete orthogonal system in [—1, 1] with respect to
the weight w(z) = (1 — 2)®(1 + z)%. More specifically, we have P, = P and

o ['(n 4 20\)T(\ + 1/2)P()\71/2,)\71/2)'
" T+ A+ 1/2)0(2)) "

Legendre polynomials satisfy P, (1) = 1. For the Gegenbauer polynomials ™, we
have

I'(2A +n)
73 cN1) = —2
(73) = FoT 1
Legendre polynomials satisfy the following recurrence formula, known as Bonnet’s
recurrence formula:

(74) (n+1)Pyyi1(z) = 2n+ DzP,y(x) — nPp_1(z).
In the case of the Gegenbauer polynomials, this recurrence relation takes the form
(75) (n+1)CE D (z) = (2n + 3)aCP/? (z) — (n +2)CP/? ().

The derivatives of the Gegenbauer polynomials are given by [37, 8.935-1]:

& T A +7) o)

—CW(z) =2 O ().

dgi (.’L‘) F()\) n—j (3?)

From [48, Eq. (7.33.6)] we have, for n > 1, the following asymptotic estimates for
the Gegenbauer polynomials:

(76)

6= 20(n* Y, en ! << 7/2,

(N =
(77) Cn (COS 9) {O(RQA_1)7 0 < 0 < cn_l’

where c¢ is a fixed positive constant. The first bound can be used for the whole
interval 0 < 8 < 7 /2. In the case A = 3/2, this bounds take the form

6=320(n'/?), en~' <0< 7/2,

78 cB/2) 9) =
(78) n " (cosf) O(n?), 0<0<en L

Near the endpoints, a more precise asymptotic is provided by the Mehler—Heine
formula (see [48, Theorem 8.1.1]):
1 1

(79) nh—>Holc EC,(L:S/Q) (cos 2) = ;Jl(z),
where J7 is the Bessel function of the first kind of order 1 and the limit is uniform
in compact subsets of C.

We conclude this section with some useful relations between Legendre and
Gegenbauer polynomials. From [45, 4.3.1-2], we have the following identity:

L d

(80) > (45 +28 +1)Pyjip(x) = P (a) = CoS(x),  Befo1}.
=0

From [48, 4.7.29], and using the recurrence relation (75) for the Gegenbauer polyno-

mials, we obtain the following two identities:

(81) Pale) = — (O @) — 2P ).
(52) Pasa(@) = —— (200 @) - P (@),
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A.2. Generalized hypergeometric functions. We compile here the basic defini-
tions and results about generalized hypergeometric functions that we use in this
work.

Let p,q be nonnegative integers with p < ¢+ 1. Let a1,...,ap,,b1,...,b4 € C.
The generalized hypergeometric series ,F' (a1, ..., ap;b1,...,by; 2) is defined as the
following series:

o (a1)k -~ (ap)y 2*
F (a1, apby, .. byz) =S sk Wp)k =
q(al Gp; 01 q Z) kzzo (bl)k"'(bq)k k!

The case p = ¢ + 1 is of special importance. In that case, if one or more of the
parameters a; is a nonpositive integer, then the series (83) terminates and the
generalized hypergeometric function is a polynomial in z. If none of the a; is a
nonpositive integer, then the radius of convergence of the series (83) is 1, and outside
the open disk |z| < 1 the generalized hypergeometric function is defined by analytic
continuation with respect to 2. On the circle |2| = 1, setting v = Y °_, bj — Zji} a;,
the series (83) is absolutely convergent if Re(y) > 0, convergent except at z = 1
if =1 < Re(y) < 0, and divergent if Re(y) < —1. The next classical result (see
[23, Theorems 2 and 4]) gives us the behavior of the generalized hypergeometric

(83) »

series o F' (a1, .., aq41;b1,...,by;2) near z = 1.
Proposition A.1. Lety=>1_,b; — Z;H:'i a; <0 . Then,
i gr1Fg(ar, o agp1;b, .o bgs 2) _ T(—y)T(by) - -~ F(bq)-
a1 (1—2z) [(ay)---T(ag41)
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